Dear Wayne, 11/25/74 

Without getting out the carbon of the letter to which you responded It/21, I know 
that you have not yet understood the two major areas of ay interest. Were there need for 
you to know now I'd tell you but because I like to keep things on the up-and-up and 
because Haile remains a dirty feuy capable of dirty things perhaps it is best to let it 
wait. However, you missed them both. 

1 did folio ; up on both. Both were outside your papers assignments. And there 
were otters with me on each inquiry, one of which is on signed, dated tape. 

Perhaps you won’t be able to come up with more specifics on the surveillance. 

If you can, fine because they may be of value in the future. 

However, ask yourself if the paper really needed any surveillance on you after 
your first Computers article to make the allegations it did. I think the answer is nags- 
tibe. If this is the case then the primary target of surveillance was not you. It began, 
from what you reported, on both of ua. s o, if thereafter there was any on you it could 
have been a consequence of your having been seen with me, no? 

Russell has more experience and less personal involvement so wht not ask him if 
there was any issue before KcRae on which you qualified as a witness. If as I believe 
the answer again* is negative, perhaps this will lead you and/or RuseSfel into a now 
line of thinking. You were subpoenaed, you were hassled, this was followed by the 
separation by the paper, but you, like Renfro ^oys, were not called as a witness. 

While Haile was making all those noises in court about Hays and asking and getting a 
warrant he was also lunching with Hays, not even in secret. At Coopers* that I know of. 

One of the reasons Haile was so hot to get me is that I charged , among otter 
things, abuse of process to "cRae and Henry’s boss. Hot even pro forma denial to date. 

That Cambridge "worksop" is by and for nuts. I've rejected the invitation and I 
tell you as a friend that those characters are the most unprincipled comae r ciali sere of 
all. I presume you refer to the self-styled "Assassination Investigation Bureau." They 
are pluglaxiaera who are both incapable of and not interested in "investigation. " Their 
interest is in S$$S and they are rolling in via the abuse of trust and capitalising 
on the genuine concerns of the fine generation of young. 

Some have spoken to me in the past. I get clips on their hairy stuff. If they 
believe, if they are serious, they are rotten still, "ven herae said I’m "forthright! " 

The only way I can ever travel is if the expenses are paid. I'm tentatively but 
indefinitely scheduled to go to HYC for a TV show but I’ll be surprised if it is not 
before the 28th of January. Unless something unexpected comes up I’ll not be able to go. 

Also, while in your experience thera is no reason to believe it, there are other 
matters in ay life besides the Ray case . *il my literary interests are outside it and I 
have an almost completed book to finish find the current one to promote. 

However, the widow did respond to my letter. We had a long talk. *f you can, and 
if she has no objection, please tape your meeting. I’ll return the tape to you or ter. 

recollection is that when ehe could find the tine she’d come here or when I was in 
that city I'd let her know and we'd try to get together. 

Yeah, the modernised post -office is something else. In three weeks recently 
a review copy of the new book didn’t reach the HiTlaes reporter. 

u ood luck! 



